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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 9/26/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new grounds of rejection is set forth below, 

2. To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed by an 
appeal brief under 37 CFR 41,37, The previously paid notice of appeal fee and appeal brief fee 
can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth in 37 CFR 41 .20 have 
been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant must pay the difference between 
the increased fees and the amount previously paid, 

3. A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution, 

4. Applicant's arguments, see Appeal Brief, filed 9/26/2006, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim(s) 1-1 1 under 35 USC section 102 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 
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6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Though claim 1 1 states that the computer readable medium is 
tangible it does not satisfy the requirements of 35 USC section 101 because the explicit 
statement of tangibility is conclusory without providing the evidence of tangibility. 

7. ^The following amendment is suggested for claim 11: 

1 1 . A tangibl e computer-readable storage medium having storing computer-executable 
instructions for performing the method of claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections '35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-2, 6-9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent Number 5,369,705 to Bird et al. . 

10. As to claim 1, Bird teaches a method of forming a peer-to-peer group, comprising the 
steps of selecting a friendly name for the group (col. 11, lines 29-31, the group identifier list is 
considered the friendly name), calculating a category identification (CID) for the group (col 1 1 
lines 39-49, the group name is calculated by hashing the group identifier list), and providing the 
CID to a peer (col. 12, Unes 27-29, all group members can calculate the group name from the 
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identifier and col 12 lines 31-35 show sending the identifier, thus Bird teaches providing the 
CID to a peer). 

11. As to claim 2, Bird teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of calculating the 
CID comprises the step of hashing the friendly name with a seed group (col. 11, lines 39-49, the 
64 bit value is the seed group). 

12. As to claim 6, Bird teaches the method of claim 1, fiirther comprising the steps of 
receiving a connect message form the peer and returning a welcome message to the peer (col. 11, 
line 53-col- 12, hne 16). 

13. As to claim 7, Bird teaches the method of claim 6, further comprising the steps of 
calculating a signature of a group object database, and sending the signature to the peer (col. 12, 
line24-col. 13, line59). 

14. As to claim 8, Bird teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the step of calculating a 
signature of a group object database comprises the steps of combining a unique identification, 
sequence number, and age for each group object in the group object database, and storing a hst 
of the combined UIDs/SNUMS/ages for the group objects (col. 12, line 24-col. 13, line 59). 

15. As to claim 9, Bird teaches the method of claim 7, further comprising the steps of 
receiving a request for specific group objects from the peer, and transmitting the specific group 
objects to the peer (col. 12, line 24-col. 13, line 59). 

16. As to claim 1 1 , Bird teaches the method of claim 1 being executed on a computer 
readable medium. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject nxatter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 1-6 and 10-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Apphcation Publication Number 2005/0004984 by Simpson in view of U.S. Patent 
Number 6,141 ,760 to Abadi et al. 

19. As to claim 1, Simpson teaches a method of forming a peer-to-peer group, conprising the 
steps of selecting a friendly name for the group and providing the group to a peer (paragraphs 
73-76); however Simpson does not exphcitly teach providing the hashed name to a peer. 

Abadi teaches the provision of a hashed friendly name to a peer (col. 3, lines 34-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Simpson regarding a peer-to-peer chat system 
with the teachings of Abadi regarding hashing friendly name because the hash function allows 
multiple entities to share the same friendly name (Abadi, col. 1, lines 18-30). 

20. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by . 

21 . As to claim 2, Abadi teaches a step of calculating an ID by hashing (col. 3, hues 34-45). 

22. As to claim 3, Abadi teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the peer-to-peer group is to 
be private, wherein the step of providing the ID to a peer comprises the step of sending the ID to 
the peer out of band (col. 3, lines 52-62). 
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23. As to claim 4, Simpson teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the peer to peer group is 
to be public wherein the step of providing the ID to a peer comprises the step of registering the 
ID with a peer-to-peer name resolution protocol (PNRP) for discovery (paragraphs 73-76). 

24. As to claim 5, Simpson teaches the method of claim 4, further comprising the steps of 
concatenating a peer ID with the ID (paragraphs 73-76). 

25. As to claim 6, Simpson teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising the steps of 
receiving connect messages from the peer and retuming a welcome message to the peer 
(paragraphs 73-76). 

26. As to claim 10, Simpson teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising the steps of 
receiving a connect message form a peer an retuming a refuse message to the peer along with a 
list of other members of the group (paragraphs 73-76). 

27. As to claim 11, Simpson teaches a computer readable medium. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Douglas Blair 
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